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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
TUESDAY, MARCH 23, 2010
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

S055856 PEOPLE v. ROMERO
(ORLANDO GENE) & SELF
(CHRISTOPHER)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel William D. Farber’s representation that he

anticipates filing appellant Christopher Self’s reply brief by November 15, 2010, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 17, 2010. After that

date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional days are contemplated.

S058734 PEOPLE v. HOLMES (KARL
DARNELL), McCLAIN
(HERBERT CHARLES), &
NEWBORN (LORENZO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Eric S. Multhaup’s representation that he

anticipates filing appellant Lorenzo Newborn’s reply brief by April 14, 2010, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to April 14, 2010. After that date, no

further extension is contemplated.

S080837 PEOPLE v. DeBOSE, JR.,
(DONALD RAY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Richard P. Siref’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by April 21, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension

of time in which to file that brief is granted to April 22, 2010. After that date, no further

extension is contemplated.

S081700 PEOPLE v. HARRIS (WILLIE
LEO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Richard I. Targow’s representation that he

anticipates filing the supplemental appellant’s reply brief at the time he files the appellant’s reply

brief, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 20,
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2010. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S083594 PEOPLE v. TRUJEQUE
(TOMMY ADRIAN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Christine A. Spaulding’s

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 2010,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 25, 2010.

After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 210 additional days are contemplated.

S085578 PEOPLE v. McDOWELL, JR.,
(CHARLES EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tamara P. Holland’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by August 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of

time in which to file that brief is granted to May 11, 2010. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling about 90 additional days are contemplated.

S086578 PEOPLE v. LOOT
(KENDRICK) & MILLSAP
(BRUCE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Manuel J. Baglanis’s representation that he

anticipates filing appellant Bruce Millsap’s opening brief by March 2011, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 24, 2010. After that date, only five

further extensions totaling about 300 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S092240 PEOPLE v. BOYCE (KEVIN
DEWAYN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Douglas Ward’s

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by April 15, 2010, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to April 15, 2010. After that

date, no further extension is contemplated.
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S096438 CARTER (TRACEY LAVELL)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Ronald S. Smith’s representation that he

anticipates filing the traverse to the order to show cause by January 11, 2011, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to May 17, 2010. After that

date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated.

S097668 PEOPLE v. SHERMANTINE,
JR., (WESLEY HOWARD)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 24, 2010.

S099439 PEOPLE v. KREBS (REX
ALLAN)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 5, 2010.

S100735 PEOPLE v. LANDRY
(DANIEL GARY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Karl T. Terp’s representation

that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by May 21, 2010, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 21, 2010. After that date, no further

extension is contemplated.

S105097 PEOPLE v. DUFF (DEWEY
JOE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General John A. Bachman’s

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by July 20, 2010, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 21, 2010. After that date,

only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S109197 PEOPLE v. VAN PELT
(JAMES GLENN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Ronald S. Smith’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by January 15, 2011, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 24, 2010. After that date, only four

further extensions totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S113653 PEOPLE v. HOYT (RYAN
JAMES)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 14, 2010.

S137290 PEOPLE v. GOVIN (PRAVIN)
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 4, 2010.

S138147 SMITH (GREGORY SCOTT)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Chuck Nacsin’s representation that he anticipates

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by March 21,

2011, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to

May 10, 2010. After that date, only five further extensions totaling about 315 additional days are

contemplated.

S139103 PEOPLE v. JACKSON
(BAILEY LAMAR)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 18, 2010.
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S151362 BELL (STEVEN M.) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Miro F. Cizin’s representation that he anticipates
filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by July 30, 2010,
counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to May 21,
2010. After that date, only one further extension totaling about 70 additional days is
contemplated.

S170966 ALFARO (MARIA DEL
ROSIO) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Federal Public Defender Linda L. Griffis’s

representation that she anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ

of habeas corpus by July 10, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that

document is granted to May 11, 2010. After that date, only one further extension totaling about

60 additional days is contemplated.

S175344 GONZALEZ (JESSE) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted
On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

respondent’s informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to May 14,
2010.

S180890 A123006 First Appellate District, Div. 4 JANKEY (LES) v. LEE (SONG
KOO)

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the answer to petition for review is extended to April 12, 2010.

5163681 H031540 Sixth Appellate District SANTA CLARA, COUNTY OF
v.S.C. (ATLANTIC
RICHFIELD COMPANY)

Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted

The application of Charles H. Moellenberg, Jr., Paul Michael Pohl, and Leon F. DeJulius, Jr., for

admission pro hac vice to appear on behalf of Sherwin-Williams Company is hereby granted.

(See Cal Rules of Court, rule 9.40.)
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S177401 B208225 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 O’NEIL (BARBARA J.) v.
CRANE COMPANY

Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted

The application of Mark Behrens for admission pro hac vice to appear on behalf of amicus curiae

Coalition for Litigation Justice, et al., is hereby granted. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40.)

S140894 PEOPLE v. MIRACLE
(JOSHUA MARTIN)

Order appointing State Public Defender filed

Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, the State Public Defender is hereby

appointed to represent appellant Joshua Martin Miracle for the direct appeal in the above

automatic appeal now pending in this court.

BAR MISC. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE
OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 915)

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)



